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General Information about This Document

The California Department of Transportati@a{tran3, as assigned by the Federal Highway

Administration (FHWA), has preped this Initial Study with Negative Declarati®ividing of No

Significant Impacfor the proposed project locatedlLios Angeles CountyCalifornia.Caltranss the

lead agency under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEBAltranss the lead ageraunder the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The document tells you why the project is being
proposed, what alternatives have been considered for the project, how the existing environment could be
affected by the project, the potential impaafteach of the alternatives, and the proposed avoidance,
minimization, and/or mitigation measures. Taft Initial Study/Environmental Assessment circulated

to the public fol63 days betweedanuary 11, 2018ndMarch 15, 2019Comments received duriniis

period are included iAppendix | Elsewhere throughout this document, a vertical line in the margin
indicates a change made since the draft document circulation. Minor editorial changes and clarifications
have not been so indicated. Additional iespof this document and the related technical studies are
available for review ahe Caltrans District 7 office at 100 S. Main St., Los Angeles, CA 90018&.

document may be downloaded at the following webhitg://www.dot.ca.gov/d7/endocs/.

Alternative Formats:

For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document can be made available in Braille, in large print, on
audiocassette, or on computer disk. To obtain a copy in one of these alternate formats, please call or write
to Department of flansportation, AttnSusan Tse Kadenvironmental Plannind,00 S. Main St., Los

Angeles, CA 90012213 897-1821(Voice) or use the California Relay Service 1 (800)-2329

(TTY), 1 (800) 7352929 (Voice) or 711.
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CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT (FONSI)

I-5 Freight Corridor Project

FOR

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) has determined that the build alternative will have
no significant impact on the human environment. This FONSI is based on the attached Environmental
Assessment (EA) which has been independently evaluated by Caltrans and determined to adequately
and accurately discuss the need, environmental issues, and impacts of the proposed project and
appropriate mitigation measures. It provides sufficient evidence and analysis for determining that an
Environmental Impact Statement is not required. Caltrans takes full responsibility for the accuracy, scope,
and content of the attached EA.

The environmental review, consultation, and any other actions required by applicable Federal
environmental laws for this project are being, or have been, carried out by Caltrans pursuant to 23 USC
327 and the Memorandum of Understanding dated December 23, 2016 and executed by FHWA and
Caltrans.

Ma, 30 2043 ol
Pate Vl o [8Kosinski/
Deputy District Director

Division of Environmental Planning
California Department of Transportation
District 7 — Los Angeles
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NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Pursuant to: Division 13, Public Resources Code

Project Description

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) proposes the I-5 Freight Corridor
Improvement Project to improve freight efficiency along Interstate 5 (I-5) from State Route 134
(SR-134) to Templin Highway Undercrossing in Los Angeles County. The project proposes to
increase the vertical clearance to 16°-6”, to eliminate load capacity restrictions for heavy loads,
and to reduce the frequency of route closures due to maintenance.

Determination

Caltrans has prepared an Initial Study for this project, and following public review, has
determined from this study that the proposed project would not have a significant effect on the
environment for the following reasons:

The proposed project would have no effect on agriculture and forest resources, mineral
resources, and population and housing.

In addition, the proposed project would have less than significant effects on aesthetics, air
quality, biological resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, hazards and hazardous
materials, hydrology and water quality, land use and planning, noise, public services, recreation
transportation/traffic, tribal cultural resources, and utilities and service systems.

2

RONALDKOSHISKI Date(” Y '
Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning, District 7

California Department of Transportation

ation,
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Summar y

NEPA Assignment
California participated in the ASurface

Tr ans

Program)pursuant to 23 USC 327, for more than five years, beginning July 1, 2007, and ending

September 30, 2012. MAPL (P.L. 112141), signed by President Obama on July 6, 2012,

amended 23 USC 327 to establish a permanent Surface Transportation Project Padigeam.
As a result, the Department entered into a Memorandum of Understanding pursuant to 23
327 NEPA Assignment MOWwith FHWA. The NEPA Assignment MOU became effective
October 1, 202, and was renewed on December 23, 2016 for a term of five years. In sum

the Department continues to assume FHWA responsibilities under NEPA and other federal

environmental laws in the same manner as was assigned under the Pilot Program, with m

changes. With NEPA Assignment, FHWA assigned and the Department assumed all of the

USC

mary,

inor

United States Department of Transportation (USDOT) Secretary's responsibilities under NEPA.

This assignment includes projects on the State Highway System and Localnsssidtajects
off of the State Highway System within the State of California, except for certain categoric
exclusions that FHWA assigned to the Department und&3hgSC 326 CE Assignment MOU
projects &cluded by definition, and specific project exclusions.

Introduction

Caltrans is proposing a Freight Corridor ImproesmProject (Project) alongdin Los Angeles
County from SR134 (Postmile 27.0) to Templin Highway Undercrossing (PostR6le.0Q by
increasing the vedtarmcdleli miamamicreg tloodd g
loads The proposed project wilhcrease vertical clearanceRdscoe Blvd. Overcrossing (OC)
Sunland Blvd. OC, Olinda St. Pedestrian Overcrossing (POCjoil&t. Off-ramp OC,
Lankershim BlvdOC, Peoria St. OQ_aurel Canyon Blvd. OGndSheldon St. OCThis will
be accomplished by replacing the bridges and raising the bridge profiles by approximately
feet at the Overcrossings and about 4 feetliatd® St. POC. The proposed project will also
eliminate the load capacity restrictions for heavy loads at the Los Angeles River Bridge ar
Separation and Templin Highway Undercrossing by repairingtées girders and ustaggering
the steel cross frames the Los Angeles River Bridge and Separation and by replacing the
Templin Highway Undercrossimgspectively

The Final Negative Declaration/Finding of No Significant Img&td/FONSI) was prepared
following the receipt of comments from the public aediewing agencies. The Final
ND/FONSI addresses and responds to comments received on the Draft IS/EA. If the proje
approved, a Notice of Determination will be filatithe State Clearinghouse for compliance w
CEQA, and a FONSI will be issued fasrapliance with NEPA. A Notice of Availability of the
FONSI will be filed with the State Clearinghouse in compliance with Executive Order (EO
12372. A vertical line in the margin indicated that there were changes in the text from the
after the publicirculation.

Environmental Consequences
The following includes a summary pbtential environmental impacts that would be encount

al

=

capaci

1to2

d

2ct is
ith

IS/EA

ered

for both the NeBuild and Build Alternatives.


http://www.dot.ca.gov/ser/mou.htm#mousnepa
http://www.dot.ca.gov/ser/mou.htm

The proposed project would have no adverse impacts on the followingreneintal resources:
Coastal zone

Wild and scenic rivers

Farmland/Timberlands

Hydrology and Floodplain

Noise

Paleontology

E R ]

Therefore, these environmental issues were excluded from discussion.

Table S1 provides a summary of the impacts associated with thBUNld and Build Alternatives. With
the incorporation of avoidance and minimization measures, it is anticipated that no adverse envirgnmental
effects would result from the Build Alternative.




Table S1: Summary of Environmental Consequences

Area of Impacts

No-Build Alternative

Build Alternative

Human Environment

Land Use and Planning

No Impacti The NeBuild
Alternative would be inconsistent
with state, regional, and local plang

No Impacti The Build Alternative wold be consistent with
state, regional, and local plad$ere would be no permanent o
temporary impacts associated with the Build Alternative.

Cumulative Impactsi No cumulative impacts anticipated.

Parks and Recreational
Facilities

No Impact

No Impacti There would be no permanent impacts associate
with the Build Alternative.

Temporary Impactsi Sheldon Skatepark, Glendale Narrows,
and the Los Angeles River Bicycle Path would temporarily be
used during construction and would experiet@reporary
congruction impacts. Early coordination has been conducted
the officials with jurisdictionCity of Los Angeles and City of
Glendale)and Caltrans will continue coordination throughout t
project process.

Cumulative Impactsi No cumulative impacts amipated.

Growth

No Impact

No Impacti the proposed project will not create new access
points nor change accessibility for transportation users. The
project will not increase capacity or change land use designa

Community Impacts

No Impact - Therewould be no
relocations or acquisition of

property.

Permanent Impactsi The Build Alternative will result in right
of-way acquisitions from several private property owners.
Caltrans will provide advisory services to assist property own
being relocatedypa public project. In addition, the proposed
project would comply with the Uniform Relocation Assistance




and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act. Therefore, the Bu
Alternative would not result in adverse permanent impacts re
to relocations andeal property acquisitions.

Temporary Impacts i 35 Temporary Construction Easements
(TCEG6s) are proposed for pr
minor in nature and will remain only for the duration of projec
construction.

Traffic circulation, air quity, and noise impacts from
construction activities will temporarily affect communities duri
project construction. The sigdfects of construction are
temporary in duration, and substantial disruptions to the local
population and housing are not argetied. Caltrans wilbe
regulated through Caltrans standard specifications and Best
Management Practices (BMPs). A Traffic Management Plan
(TMP) will be developed and implemented to alleviate the im
of road closures and detours.

Cumulative Impactsi Cumulative impacts would not be
considerable, as the Build Alternative would be conducted in
compliance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real
Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 and Title VI Civil
Rights Act.

Utilities/Emergency
Services

No Impact

Permanent Impactsi Utility relocation will be needed to
complete the Build Alternative. No permanent impacts are
anticipated for emergency services.

Temporary Impacts 1 Intermittent disruptions of utilities may
occur during the construction peato complete the Build
Alternative. Any disruptions to utility services would be
scheduled and coordinated to ensure they would not adverseg




affect the surrounding community. Coordination with the
California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC), and il
owners would be conducted to avoid and minimize impacts tc
local utilities as a result of the Build Alternative.

Cumulative Impactsi No cumulative impacts are anticipated.

Traffic and
Transportation /
Pedestrian and Bicycle
Facilities

Permanent Impactsi It is
anticipated that traffic volumes
within neighboring communities
will likely increase as the number ¢
nonstandard freight trucks continu
to detour through local streets.
Under the NeBuild Alternative,
Complete Streets Policies will not |
implemented.

No Impacti No impacts are expected to result from the Build
Alternative. Traffic circulation is expected to improve as freigh
traffic with heavy or oveheight loads will be able to stay on th
I-5 without having to exit the freeway.

Temporary Impacts i Temporarybridge closures and propose
detours will affect traffic circulation through local streets durin
construction. A Traffic Management Plan (TMP) will be
developed in the Design/PS&E phase to minimize impacts to
extent feasible.

Proposed closure of the Los Angeles River Bicycle Path is
proposed in order to perform work at the Los Angeles River
Bridge. A detailed detour plan will be developed in the Desigi
phase. Caltrans will work with the City of Los Angeéesl the
California Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAGh the
development of the TMP and bicycle detour plan during the
Design phase.

Cumulative Impactsi Cumulative impacts are not anticipated

Visual/Aesthetics

No Impacti existing
visual/aesthetic conditions would
remain.Aesthetic quality of bridges
would continue to deteriorate.

No Impacti The visual character of the proposed project will
compatible with the visual character of the corriddre aesthetic
quality of all bridges in the project scope would be updated.

Temporary Impacts i Temporary impacts to visual resources
will be constructiorrelated.




Cumulative Impactsi Cumulative impacts are not anticipated

Cultural Resources No Impact No Impacti The Build Alternative would not affect
archaeological or built eronment resources. Concurrence fro
the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) has been obtg
and is appended to Appendix H: Key Correspondence
Cumulative Impactsi Cumulative impacts are not anticipated

Physical Environment

Water Quality ad No Impact Permanent Impactsi Implementation of the Build Alternative

Storm Water Runoff

would result in the replacement of 27.2 acres of impervious
surface and an increase of approximately 0.6 acres of impery
surface area. The total Disturbed Skiéa is 24.6 acres.
Although the Build Alternative would result in an increase in
impervious surface area, it would be designed to accommoda
anticipated runoff levels and would include storm water treatr
Best Management Practices (BMPs) to minimizesptal

i mpacts, in accordance with
Water Permit.

Temporary Impacts i Impacts to water quality and storm waté
would be constructionelated. There is potential that exposed
soils, construction debris, and other pollutarasid be carried in
storm water runoff and discharged into drainages near the pr
area. These impacts would be minimized through compliance
with the NPDES General Permit for Discharges for Construct
Activities, which requires the development and liempentation
of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan.

Cumulative Impactsi No cumulative impacts are anticipated.




Geology/Soils/Seismic/
Topography

No Impact

No Impacti The Build Alternative would be designed to meet
current seismic standards.

Cumulative Impactsi Cumulative impacts are not anticipated

Hazardous
Waste/Materials

No Impact

No Impacti There are no permanent impacts associated with
Build Alternative.

Temporary Impacts i There is a potential for exposure to
general hazardous wa#gmaterials of concern during
construction. Soil excavation and eantioving activities
associated with the Build Alternative could expose workers tc
contaminants associated with Aerially Deposited Lead (ADL)
asbestos and ledshsed paint, soil vapor aggdoundwater,
imported borrow, electrical waste, treated wood waste, and
yellow thermoplastic traffic striping. Caltrans will incorporate {
use of avoidance and minimization measures, as well as Sta
Specifications to minimize hazardous waste/madteripacts.

Cumulative Impactsi No cumulative impacts are anticipated.

Air Quality

No Impact

No Impacti The project is exempt from regional conformity
requirements according to 40 CFR 93.127. Permanent impad
air quality are not anticipated.

Temporary Impacts i During construction, shoterm
degradation of air quality is expected from the release of
particulate emissions (airborne dust) generated by excavatio
grading, hauling and other activities related to construction.
Construction impacts wibe reduced through avoidance and
minimization measures, as well as Caltrans standard
specifications and best management practices.




Cumulative Impactsi The proposed project satisfies regional
conformity requirements. Cumulative impacts are not antetpe

Natural Communities

No Impact

No Impacti Permanent impacts to natural communities are n
anticipated. Under the Build Alternative, all project locations
except the LA River Bridge site, will include landscaping with
native vegetation.

Temporary Impactsi Any temporary impacts would be
constructiorrelated. Caltrans will incorporate avoidance and
minimization measures to reduce impacts to the extent feasil
Caltrans will also acquire permits from jurisdictional resource
agencies in the Design abe and will adhere to any conditions
that are brought forth by these agencies.

The Templin Highway UC is a known wildlife crossing.
Construction activities may affect this crossing temporafidy.
address these temporary impacts, Caltrans proposesko wo
primarily during daylight hours at the Templin Hwy UC to
minimize impacts to wildlife.

Cumulative Impactsi Cumulative impacts are not anticipated

Wetlands and Other
Waters

No Impact

No Impacti Permanent impacts are not anticipated as a resu
the Build Alternative. Wetlands are not anticipated to be
encountered for the proposed project.

Temporary Impacts i Access to the Los Angeles River will be
needed in order to perform work at the Los Angeles River Bri
Coordination withjurisdictional resource agencies will be
conducted throughout the project development process to ac
permits and meet the necessary requirements to obtain acce
the Los Angeles River.




Cumulative Impactsi Cumulative impacts are not anticipated

Plant Species

No Impact

No Impacti Temporary or permanent impacts are not
anticipated as a result of the Build Alternative. A focused plar
survey will be conducted prior to construction. Should pre
construction surveys determine presence of special status pl
speciesa qualified biologist will establish Environmentally
Sensitive Area fencing surrounding the areas where individug
plant species are found. If impacts cannot be avoided, individ
specimens of species shall be collected and propagated at
preapprovechurseries and replanted onsite, whenever possib

Cumulative Impactsi Cumulative impacts are not anticipated

Animal Species

No Impact

No Impacti Permanenadverseampacts are not anticipated as
result of the Build Alternative.

Temporary Impacts i There is potential for bats and birds to
roost or nest on any of the bridges involved with this project.
nesting and bat surveys will be performed prior to constructig
Nesting bird surveys will also be performed prior to any clear
and grubbing bvegetation. If animals such as birds and/or bat
are observed during peonstruction surveys, Caltrans will
incorporate avoidance and minimization measures to minimiz
impacts to species.

Cumulative Impactsi Cumulative impacts are not anticipated

Threatened and
Endangered Species

No Impact

No Impacti Permanent adverse impacts are not anticipated
result of the Build Alternative.




Temporary Impacts i The Templin Highway location is within
range of the California Condor but does not encroadtson
designated critical habitat. If the California Condor is
encountered during construction activities, avoidance and
minimization measures will be implemented.

Cumulative Impactsi Cumulative impacts are not anticipated

Invasive Species

No Impact

No Impact | Permanent adverse impacts are not anticipated
result of the Build Alternative.

Temporary Impacts - The proposed project has the potential 1
spread invasive species to adjacent native habitats in the
Biological Study AreaBSA) by the enteng and exiting of
construction equipment contaminated by invasive species, th
inclusion of invasive species in seed mixtures and mulch, anc
the improper removal and disposal of invasive species so tha
seed is spread along the highway. The avoidande an
minimization measures that would be implemented as part of
proposed project would minimize any potential contributions
related to invasive species. Therefore, impacts related to the
Build Alternative would be low.

Cumulative Impactsi Cumulative impcts are not anticipated.
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Chapter 17 Proposed Project

1.1 Introduction

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) proposesiii@dight Corridor

Improvement Project to improve freight efficiency along Interstates) filom State Route 134

(SR-134) to Templin Highway Undercrossi{C) in Los Angeles CountyThe project

proposes 0 i ncrease the -686é6rt e tlaadtapadiyrestricisiore t o 1606
heavy loads, and redutiee frequency of rae closures due to maintenance.

Caltrans as assigned by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), is the lead agency under

the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and under the California Environmental Quality

Act (CEQA).Cal i fornia participated in veryRloti Sur f ace
Programo (Pilot Program) pursuant to 23 USC 3
2007, and ending September 30, 2(M2ving Ahead for Progress in the®2Century Act

(MAP-21) (P.L. 112141), signed by President Obama on July 622@inended 23 USC 327 to

establish a permanent Surface Transportation ProjectddglProgram. As a resulfaltrans

entered a Memorandum of UnderstandikigU) pursuant to 23 USC 32REPA Assignment

MOQOU) with the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA). The NEPA Assignment MOU

became effective October 1, 2012, and was renewed on December 23, 2016 for a term of five
years. In summary, Caltrans continues to assume FHWA responsibilitiedNE@Aarand other

federal environmental laws in the same manner as was assigned under the Pilot Program, with
minor changes. With NEPA Assignment, FHWA assigned and Caltrans assumed all the United
States Department of Transportation (USDOT) Secretary'snsifjildies under NEPA. This

assignment includes projects on the State Highway System and Local Assistance Projects off the
State Highway System within the State of California, except for certain categorical exclusions

that FHWA assigned to the Caltransder the23 USC 326 CE Assignment MOQdrojects

excluded by definition, and specific project exclusions.

The project was adopted inttoe Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) through
Amendmaet #1711, approved on September 22, 2017. The project design and scope match the
2017 FTIP Amendment #1¥4. The project Federal ID ISALS04. The funds programmed

under the FTIP amendment were provided ftbmmSouthern California Ass@mtion of

Governmats (SCAG) andrte estimated project cost is $480 millidins also included in the

S C A G0 s-2020MRkedonal Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy
(RTP/SCS).

Existing Facilities

I-5 is a major north/south freeway connecting the stat€alifiornia, Oregon, and Washington,

and a major commuter route in Los Angeles Couhitye F5 corridor fromSR-134 to the

Templin Highway UC is genellglan eight to tedane freewayThe project areas are in the

urban setting of Los Angeles County andha Los Padres National Forest.addition to

serving as a major commuter facility, It 1 s a
part of the Interstate System of highways and is used as a major local and regional truck route. |
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S5islistel as -papribrghy corridoro on the National Hi
regional commodities and vehicular travel inthensrtbut h di recti on from Ca
southern border with Mexico to its most northern border with Oregon. ltadistied on the

State Highway Extra Legal Load (SHELL) Route system. These systems list those highways that
have been constructed to accommodate the high volume and weight-cdiickénterstate truck

traffic. Within the project limits,-b is classifiedas an urban freeway, and it functions as the

gateway to and from the Los Angeles Basin to central and northern Cali®ecguse ofhis

unique characteristic of spanning the entire state, the interstate in the north Los Angeles County
area experiencdsgh volumes of traffic, including truck traffic.

To assist in understanding the various locations of this proposed project, the following Project
Location Figures 1 and 2 are provided for your reference.
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I-5 Freight Corridor Project Locations
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Figure 1: I-5 Freight Corridor Project Locations
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Sheldon St. OC to Roscoe Blvd.

OC Project Locations
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1.2 Purpose and Need

1.2.1 Purpose
The purpose of the3 Freight Corridor Improvement Projectis

1 Improve mobility by provithg for a goods movement freight corridor that can be
operated efficiently and continuously.

1 Reduce delay due to load capacity restrictions by eliminating the need to detour heavy
and ovetheight truck loads off-b.

1 Eliminate damage and reduce mainteratacbridges caused by ngtandard vertical

clearance.

Provide improvements that will reduce the need for maintenance closures.

Increase economic vitality through trade and commerce by providing greater truck and

freight movement along3.

E

Theprojectd dr esses restrictions from reduced vert.
Highway Design Manual and load capacity restrictions as identified in federal guidelines.

The movement of freight goods will be enhanced alebdpy eliminating load capagi

restrictions and vertical clearance limitasoon ten bridges.reight efficiency will be improved

by reducing the frequency of route closures due to maintenianaédition, the project satisfies
the Moving Ahead for Progress in the®Zlentury (MAR21) national goal of improving the
national freight network, strengthening the ability of rural communities to access national and
international trade markets, and supporting economic development.

1.2.2 Need

The need for this project is to increase exuit vitality through trade and commerce by

providing greater truck and freight movement aloitg The project strategically identifies
functionallynonst andar d bridges from the Stateds brid
serviceability, and goods movemt ratings (restriction of extralegal freight movement due to the

bri dgesd t r uestandardvartdcal aleadnce).rThersalection criemédased on

performance measures in Caltrans Asset Management Plan.

The bridges in the project limitaurrently have either nestandard vertical clearance or load
capacity restrictions. As a result, truck and freight traffic with heavy and/orhaigint loads

need to detour off and back on 6 to travel around the bridge with netandard vertical

clearance or load capacity restrictions, resulting in delays in travel time. Following completion of
the improvements, it is expected that goods movement will be facilitated along the ehtical |
freight corridor, bridge maintenance costs will be reducesettime will be reduced, and
significant savings in delay costs will be realized. In addition, the service lives of some bridges
will be extendedy approximately 75 years
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1.3Independent Utility and Logical Termini

Logical termini for project devefiment are defined as (1) rational endpoints for a transportation
improvement, and (2) rational end points for a review of environmental impact. The
environmental impact end points frequently cover a broader geographic area than the strict limits
of a propsed transportation improvement. Independent utility means that the project
improvements have independent significance, or that the improvements are usable at a
reasonable expenditure even if no additional transportation improvements are made in the area.

The proposed pregt termini are logical becausiee project limis, which are composed of the
10 bridgelocationsin LA County, would addresghe inefficient mobility of freight traffidrom
Downtown LA to the Kern County Linen I-5.

The proposed pregt has independent utility because it does not rely on other projects to address

the identified need. Furthermore, the proposed project would not restrict consideration of
alternatives for other reasonably foreseeable transportation improvements.

1.4 Project Description

This section describes the proposed action and the project alternatives developed to meet the
purpose and need of the project, while avoiding or minimizing environmental impacts. The
alternatives aréhe Build Alternativeand the NeBuild Alternative.

Caltrans is proposing a Freight Corridor ImproesmProjec({Project)along +5 in Los Angeles
County from SR134 (Postmile 27.0) to Templin Highway Undercrossing (PostR6l&0 by
increasing the vertical clearancelt®® 0 a n d ng lbad oapacity testrictions for heavy
loads The proposed project wilhcreaserertical clearance @&oscoe Blvd. Overcrossing (OC),
Sunland Blvd. OC, Olinda St. Pedestrian Overcrossing (POC), Tuxfond@fi OC,

Lankershim BlvdOC, Peoria St. OQ_aurel Canyon Blvd. OCandSheldon St. OCThis will

be accomplished by replacing the bridges and raising the bridge profiles by approximately 1 to 2
feet at the Overcrossings and aboted at OlindaSt. POC The proposed project will also
eliminate thdoad capacity restrictions for heavy loads at the Los Angeles River Bridge and
Separation by repairing the steel girders andtaggering the steel cross frames, and at Templin
Highway Undercrossing by replacing the Templin Highway Undercrossing bridges.

It is expected that each bridge will have shallow spread footing at abutments and possibility of
deep foundation at bent locationdtilities will be protected in place or relocated during the
construction of the bridges.

The bridges located in Sun &y will accommodate thetSat e of Cal i forni ads
Policies. Complete streets will include facilities that are planned, designed, operated, and
maintained to provide safe mobility for all users, including bicyclists, pedestrians, transit

vehides, truckers, and motorists, appropriate to the function and context of the facility. These
facilities will include ADA curb ramps, sidewalks, bike lanes, and aesthetic treatments at alll
bridges in Sun Valley. Olinda St. POC will also be convertedctmrdined PedestriaBicycle
Overcrossing (BOC).

I-5 Freight Corridor Project 6|Page
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The proposed project includes the following bridges, listed from south to north:

1. Los Angeles River Bridge and Separat{@nidge No. 531075Left/Right! (L/R); PM
27.07)

2. Roscoe Blvd. OC (Bridge No. 5B216; MM 33.28)

3. Sunland Blvd. OC (Bridge No. 5B114; PM 33.68)

4. Olinda St. POC (Bridge No. 5B467; PM 33.98)

5. Tuxford St. Off-Ramp OC (Bridge No. 53218 S; PM 34.82)

6. Lankershim Blvd. OC (Bridge No. 5B118; PM 34.99)

7. Peoria St. OC (Bridge No. 5B119; PM 35.35)

8. Laurel Canyon Blvd. OC (Bridge No. 8219; PM 35.94)

9. Sheldon St. OC (Bridge No. 83120; PM 36.00)

10. Templin Highway UC (Bridge No. 53810L/R; PM 65.97)

This project contains a number of standardized project measures which are employed on most, if
not al, Caltrans projects and were not developed in response to any specific environmental
impact resulting from the proposed project. These measures are addressed in more detail in the
Environmental Consequees sections found in Chapter 2.

1.5 Alternatives

Two alternatives were considered before the public circulation periodBdilteAlternative and
the NoBuild Alternative.Following the public circulation period, all commentgre

consideredand Caltransas selected preferred alternative and deathefinal determination of
the projectbdos effect on QGalramshaspreparedanNegative .[ Unde
Declaration (ND)Under NEPA Caltrans, as assigned by the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA), hasissuel a Finding of No Significant Impa¢FONSI).Under both CEQA and
NEPA, the proposed action does not significantly impact the environment

No-Build Alternative

There would be no changes made to the existhfgpkility under the NeBuild Alternative. No

action would be taken to improvee structures within the project limitdnderthe NoBuild

Alternative, the 1&tructures within the project limitswbud cont i nue t & 6lbave | e
vertical clearance and/or load capacity restrictions. This will continue to result in deleagein t

time for freight truck&sehiclesthat may have heaugads/over-heightvertical clearance, forcing

them to make detours around this stretch of thedrridor.

Build Alternative

The Build Alternativeproposedo allow forv er t i ¢ a | c-béamnadcel omi h&6i n
capacity restrictions for heavy loads alodgfrom PM 27.0 to R67.0rhe Build Alternative

proposes taipgrade thevertical clearance &oscoe Blvd. Overcrossing (OC), Sunland Blvd.

OC, Olinda St. Pedestrian Overcrossing (PO@QXxfard St. Off-ramp OC, Lankershim Blvd.

OC, Peoria St. OQ.aurel Canyon Blvd. OGndSheldon St. OCThis will be accomplished by

1 For thepurpose of this document, Left (L) will denote the southbound bridge and Right (R) denotes the northbound bridge.
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